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tions, as for instance in the case of companies incorporated and
administered in neutral countries, which were forcibly liqui-
dated in an Allied country to the detriment of the neutral
members.111 The virtual agreement reached between the wars
in all formerly belligerent countries, is remarkable. During
the present conflagration, of course, practically all belligerent
countries have enlarged the concept of enemy for the purpose
of trading with the enemy prohibitions, freezing and seques-
tration of enemy assets, and in this connection have combined
all three theories of incorporation, seat, and control so that
each one of these criteria stigmatizes a corporation as enemy.112
In economic warfare, the economic connections cannot be dis-
regarded.
Likewise, although not fitted for determining the personal
law, the theory of control could reasonably be employed so
as to entitle only French-dominated companies to enjoy
compensation for war damages in France.113 It was a sign of
continued confusion that this decision was hailed by the advo-
cates of the control theory as a "turning point" in the devel-
opment of the concept of foreign incorporation.114
Questionable, however, were decisions of the French Court
of Cassation denying protection to so-called "commercial
property," i.e., the rights arising out of a long-time lease of
business premises under the Law of June 30,1926, to French
firms controlled by the American corporations, Remington
and Singer.115
that one country should have the right to create a person which is to be a
national of another country."
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